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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to applicant's amendment received on May 31 st , 2007. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) submitted on May 31 st , 2007 is 
acknowledged. The IDS meets the requirements of 37 CFR 1 .97 and 1 .98. Therefore, 
the references therein have been considered. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings were received on May 31 st , 2007. These drawings are accepted. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claims 1 and 4, the phrase "the sheets are bound by the clincher's 
folding leg portions of the staple" is unclear. It is difficult to discern whether the clincher 
or the staple has the folding leg portions. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1-2 and 4-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Wood (1 ,124,375) for the same reasons set forth in paragraph 1 1 of the office action 
mailed March 7 th , 2007. 

8. Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Wood (1,124,375). 

It should be noted that the staple injecting port 31 and the recess grooves 
(between 22 and 23) are connected by the links and connections shown in Fig. 1 . 
Therefore, the grooves are deemed to move integrally with the staple injecting port. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wood 
(1 ,124,375) in view of Miyake et al (6,219,503). 
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Wood discloses the same invention substantially as claimed except for a means 
to switch the press blade lifting means on and off. However, Miyake teaches the use of 
a switching means for switching ON and OFF the operation of sheet folding (see col. 6 
lines 28-44) before stapling. As is well known in the art, an on/off switch is useful in 
turning ON and OFF a device/mechanism when it is not in use, which allows a user to 
choose a desired operation and is also beneficial in saving energy. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use an 
on/off switch with the blade lifting means, in order to allow the operator to turn ON and 
OFF the folding operation and to save energy when folding is not required. 

Response to Arguments 

1 1 . Applicant's arguments filed May 31 st , 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant contends that the receiving heads and spring clips of Wood cannot 
form the recess grooves formed at two contiguous portions because the receiving 
heads and spring clips of Wood are not located on the driver and are not contiguous to 
the staple injecting port. However, as seen in Fig. 1 , the recess grooves (between 22 
and 23) are formed at two contiguous portions of the staple injecting port 31 . Examiner 
asserts that claims are given their broadest reasonable interpretation. In this instance, 
the term "contiguous" does not require the portions forming the grooves to be in contact 
with the staple injecting port. According to Webster's II New Riverside University 
Dictionary p. 304, the term "contiguous" can be defined as "nearby or adjacent." The 
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recess grooves are nearby and adjacent the staple injecting port of Wood's device. 
Nevertheless, the portions forming the recess grooves are connected and therefore are 
in contact with the staple injecting port as can be seen through the links and 
connections in Fig. 1. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 3 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. It should be noted that the English translation 
of the Priority document JP 2002-188883 filed with applicant's amendment on May 31 st , 
2007 is new evidence that necessitates a new grounds of rejection. 

For the reasons above, the grounds of rejection are deemed proper. 

Conclusion 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

1 3. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lindsay M. Low whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1 196. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 7:30 to 5:00. 

1 5. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rinaldi Rada can be reached on 571-272-4467. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

1 6. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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